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WIPO

WORLD INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY ORGANIZATION

GENEVA ,
PATENT COOPERATION TREATY

WORKING GROUP ON GUIDELINES FOR PUBLICATION AND FOR DRAWINGS

First Session
Geneva , February 21 to 25, 1977

OBSERVATIONS ON THE GUIDELINES ON THE PRESENTATION
AND EXECUTION OF DRAWINGS UNDER THE PATENT
COOPERATION TREATY (PCT)

5 19 The International Bureau has received the annexed observations of the Patent
Office of the United Kingdom on the Guidelines on the Presentation and Execution
of Drawings under the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) contained in document
PCT/ARAQ/VII/11l, which was submitted to the PCT Interim Advisory Committee for
Administrative Questions at its sewventh session (November 1 to 8, 1976) but
referred by that Committee to the present Working Group (PCT Working Group on
Guidelines for Publications and for Drawings) for further consideration (see
document PCT/AAQ/VII/19, paragraph 157).

2 This Working Group is invited to con-
sider document PCT/AAQ/VII/11l in the light
of these observations.

[Annex follows]



JLUT/WG/GPD/1/4
ANNEX

TIiE PATENT OFFICE
25 Southampton Buildings London WC2A 1AY

Telegrams Patoff London WC2 Telephone 01-405 8721 ext
Mr E M Haddrick Yotk ratereiice
Head of the Patent Cooperation Treaty Division o "
Ourreference ITCD L0118 L3120
WIPO
32 Chemin ces Colombettes ) .
1211 Geneva 20 . Date |7 Decemo?r 1976

Svwitzerland

Dear Mr Haddrick,

-

I havepleasure in enclosing the observations and commerts of the United Kingdom

delegation on the following documents:-

- (1) Draft Guidelines for publication under the PCT (PCT/AAZ/VII/H).

(2) Draft Guidelines for the presentation and execution of crawings under.
the PCT (PCT/AAQ/VII/11). '

(3) Draft Guidelines for the International Ssarches to be carried out under
the PCT (PCT/TCO/VI/8). '

- (4) Draft Guidelines for Internationa Preliminary Zxamination to be carried
out under the PCT (PCT/TCONI/9).

These are forwarded, as requested by the Secretariat, for consideration by the TCO

and AAQ Working Groups which are to take place next February.‘
I wish you a very happy Christmas.

Yours sincerely,

M F VIVIAN
(patents 2).



for the PCT gnidelines., In particular:-

Obpervations of the Initod Hinedor an the guidelines on the

progentetion gnd exesntdon of drr-sis v ynder the P00 (i) Photogrephs sre not regaricd es drawvings

(PoT/AMe/VTT/11)

and chould not be referred to (cf pz~e I

para 7 end pege 6 para 15).
General
(1i) The EPO cuidelines to a lavge extent enly

‘pnge 1 para 3 Thies paragraph rofers to the faet that the j : .
deal with the requirements of the convention,

present guidelines pre in a largs measurc based .
Bdvice to persons who prepare drawings and

on the draft EPO puidelines CI/GT IIT/112/75. 1In
recommendations have been kept to a

fact the EPO puidelines have been v
a e [ nes have been very minirum (cf page 3 para 2 of the present

substantially revised (cf CI/158/76) so that the . -
guidelines). The wording of paragrepbs 3

present EPO cuidelines are only about hplf the . : "
and 4 page 3 of the prescut guidelirer i ne?

length of the criginal draft. - .
conslidered sufficient to distinguish between
A primary question which was concidered in reconmendations and mandatory requiremecnts.

re-drafting the EPO guidelines was to whom they The distincticon should be clear from the

were directed. This needs to be done for the text. In meny cases the use of brackets

FCT guidelines, If they are directed to in the text is confusing.

applicants unaccustomed to vnreparing drawings
PP preparing e (iii) Repetition of Rules set out in the

(draftsmen would know what to do anyway), the
" ! i b ¥ European Patent Convention has been kept

should be short and conciee giving a few s
: to a minimum.

illustrations of suitable drawings. If they are

directed to formalities officers in Receiving We recommend that the PCT Working Group adopts

ﬂOffices they should not contain information on the a similar spproach.

reparation of drawings. The EFO decided thet : 5
PRER TEMLAEe # e & page 3 para 6 The requirements for chemical and mathematical

th uld be di i ffices.
i = R SEveainnl o Snmedd Hhon o flcqpl formulae and tables should not be included in this

We suggest that WIPD does likewise and
e ° document as they are not drawings (see also

incorporates thes ideli. t
ReRkn e B =l D i OCRARARN page U4 para 9 third sentence and page 6 paro 15

ection in the Receiving Offi i O
& e 2 Heceiving 1o guldelines: The second sentence)., If desired formulse and tables

EFO alsoc took a number of other decisions which . g g
could be dealt with in a separate section but they

shortened the guidelines and could well be adopted
ghould not be referred to as drawings. Of courae

7z obed ‘xsuuy
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a chemical formulae which satisfien rll the pafa 18.2

requirrments: for dravincs can be pranented as

a draving.

Introduction
page 7 para 19.2

Page 4 para 8 end the first sentence of para 9 are supcriluous .

and
para 9 - Second sentence (sece observations on page 3 pera 6).
8 1 .
para 10 line 7 - should refer to the "ebstract" ss well eg “and page © pera 19.2

possibly the abstract",
page 5 pera 11 - "preparation" in line 1 chould read "eormulationt,
para 12 - The last four lines of this parsgraph are not understood. page 8 para 19.2
para 13 - This needs clarification eg "It is further to be noted
that Rule 11.1%(c) requires that seesss eh0UId ceeass
end the genersl principle enunciated above must also

be interpreted in the light of these requirements.

para 1+ - The last two lines of this parsgraph are not

consistent with para €3.3 otherwise fimures 1-3

would be crossed through, page' 8 paras 20-20.3

PART &
page 6 para 16 ¥We suggest that para 16.1 and the first two PARL D

sentences of paragraph 16.2 are superfluous. page 9

It is well known what flow sheets and diagrans are.

N.B. Figure 8 is not a flow diagram ss suggested in

para 16.2.

page 10 para 26
para 16.3 This cannot always be true eg for something like

a TV colour decoder.

pege 7 para 17 (see observation on page 3 para 6)

The marginal reference should be to Rule 10 (1)(4)
the last two sentencer of this paragrzph ave
eppropriate to dravings (ct obeervations un para

17). ’ ;

Deals to a large extent with matter not required
by the FCT, Under the PCT these guidelines can
only point out that the description containing
such tables should be sufficiently cleur to a

sgkilled reader.

The last sentence of this paragraph does not seem

to be correct (cf Rule 11.10(c)).

The use of brackets within brackets in this
paragraph causes confusion. Moreover, it is not
clear who is to apply the guideline in this and the
previous paragraph. Iz this not a matter for
national offices.

The guidelines should not desl ﬁiih‘photocrnphs

at all.

The heading "Documents Making up the Internmational
Application which contain drawing" is not clear,

It could be deleted.

It is not clear why this is underlined it is not
a quotation from the Rules. The last sentence
of this paragraph should read "The selected

figure(s) is (are) published with the abstract."

¢ abed ‘xsuuy
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para 26.1

para 28

para 28.1
28.5

page 11 para 30.1

page 12 para 31.1

page 12 para 33.1

page 13 para 35.2

page 14 para 38.3
para 38.4

This seems to suggest rpecial 1.jures are required for

the abstract. This is not correct, the applicant

(o ISA) mercly selects cne or more of the draiduzs

accompenying lhe deseription. (of pura 206.2). Ve

suggest deletion of pera 26.1.

It is not cleor why quotation marks are provided.

This is not a direct quotation from Rules 11.3 or

11.5.

are largely superfluous and have lLicen deleted
from the EPO guidelines. l

This paragraph should begin at "Correction must
be durable ....". The earlier part of the

paragraph is largely euperfluous.

We do not agrce that tepged holes are unallowable.
The second sentence of this parsgraph is not

understood. The last centence is unnecessarye.

It would be prefersble not to include a frame in

sheet I/8 at all.

The Appendices are not consistent with the
numbering proposed in the second half of this
paragraph. However, since drawings or description
could be cancelled during examination procedure,
it might be simpler to start each with a separate

geries of numbers.

The words "the two"™ in line 4 should be deleted.
This paragraph should also make it clear that
constructional detsils of parts of the devices
not concernod with the invention need only be

indicated in outline or diagrammatic fashion.

Page 15 para 39.1

para 39,2

para 39.5

page 16 para 40,2

para L0.5

page 17 para k40.6

para U2

para 42.1

PART C

page 18 para 43
para 4.3
para bbb

page 19 para 44,5

The first two sentences of this parcgraph are

unnececsary.

The recommendaticn in the lust sentence of thins
paracraph is not clear but, in so fer as it is
understood, could be terribly wasteful in sorme

cases and certsinly should not be a requirement,
The whole of this paregraph should be in bracikets.

This chould read " .. neither figure may contsin

parts of the other",

The use of a smnller scale fipure showing how the
parts are joined could cause problems. Presumnbly
this will be schematic otherwise on photocopying
it could be come obscure. Figure 20 does not

carry out this proposal.

Delete "for instance".

This is not a direct quote therefore it is not
clear why it is underlined.

This all seems unnecessary and, if anything, should

go in the RO Guidelines.

This para is unnocessafy.
Thig para is somewhat confusing and unnecessary

It is not understood what is meant by "process

_copier".

This is a matter of technique for the person who

prepares the dravings and should not be ineludeqd

in the guidelines.
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para k.6
L4 8 and
b9, bh,10

page 20 para 46-
46,1

page 21 paras 49
49,1 &nd 50 end

50.1

pege 22 para 52.1

page 24 para 56.2

page 25 para 60.1

page 26 para 62.1
page 27 para 63.1

Page 27 para 63.2

These paragraphs could be dirpensed with they are

not ineludad in the LPO puidelines.

The reference to lines drawvn free hand in para

L4, 8 is contrary to Rule 11.13(f) (ef Figure 11).

A1l except the first sentence have been deletad

from the EPO puidlines.

The separation into identification end indication
of cross-czections is confusine. These varegranhs

need clarificaticn and should be inteprated with

para 48, Para 50.1 is superfiluous iam view of para
48, This whole passage has now been congiderably
curtziled in the EPO guidelines. The reference to
Meection on AM in para 50 cffends Rule 11.13(e).
Para %49.1 is dealing with something different from
Rule 11.13(b).,

The problem referred to in the latter half of
para 50 re-text on drawings ic avoided if Rule

5.1(a)(iv) is fully carried out.

Rule 11.73{c) has nothing to do with cutting up

drawings.

Reference cshould be made to Rule 11.13(c) and not

11.13(e).

These paragraphs are not relevant to drawings and

should be deleted.
The use of primes probsbly offends Rule 11.13(e)

This paragraph is not of relevance to drawings

guidelines.

page 27 para 63.3

pege 22 para G8.2

page 31 paras 69-71

Since figures 1-3 pre incorrcetly drawvn they

ehould be struck out (ef para 14).

The fivsi heli of rara 68.2 is not resdly concirtent

with para 67.1.

These prvagranhs arc not really erproprists to
BCT puidelines and eve not peculiar to drawinss

alone.
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